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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1. Responsive to amendment received on May 20, 2004, amended claims 1, 6, 
1 1, 14, 15, 17, 18 and 20 are entered as requested. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claim 2 is objected to because of the following informalities: The claim has 
been amended to "personal computer". However, the applicant marked the claim 
as "original". It is not clear whether the applicant intends to amend the claim or 
not. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action 
can be found in a prior Office action. 

4. Claim 1 -20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Vaziri et al. (WO 98/37665). 

In regarding to claim 1, Vaziri teaches a method for converting a public 
switched telephone network call to a data network call, the method comprising: 
receiving the public switched telephone network call from an origination phone at 
a destination phone 504; identifying a caller identifier for the public switched 
telephone network call at the destination phone 610; rejecting the public switched 
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transmission call prior to the public switched transmission call being completed 
506, 510; placing a call to a network service provider from the destination phone 
510; determining a network address for the origination phone 516; and completing 
a network call with the origination phone 520. 

In regarding to claim 2, Vaziri teaches the destination phone as a personal 
computer 1304 (Page 42 Line 17). 

In regarding to claim 3, Vaziri teaches the destination phone as a customized 
telephone (Page 6 Line 8). 

In regarding to claim 4, Vaziri teaches the call to the network service 
provider 706 made via PSTN 702. 

In regarding to claim 5, Vaziri teaches the call to the network service 
provider made via a local area network (Page 44 Line 1-2). 

In regarding to claim 6, Vaziri teaches a method for converting a public 
switched telephone network call to a data network call, the method comprising: 
placing a public switched telephone network call from an origination phone to a 
destination phone 502; detecting a rejected call from the destination phone at the 
origination phone prior to call completion 506, 508; placing a call to a network 
service provider from the destination phone 508; determining a network address 
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for the destination phone 516; and completing a network call with the destination 
phone 520. 

In regarding to claim 7, Vaziri teaches the origination phone as a personal 
computer 1304 (Page 42 Line 17). 

In regarding to claim 8 Vaziri teaches the origination phone as a customized 

telephone (Page 6 Line 8). 

In regarding to claim 9, Vaziri teaches the call to the network service 

provider 706 made via PSTN 702. 

In regarding to claim 10, Vaziri teaches the call to the network service 
provider made via a local area network (Page 44 Line 1-2). 

In regarding to claim 11, Vaziri teaches a network phone, comprising: a 
phone connector operable to connect to a public switched telephone network 406; a 
transmitter 2B15 operable to transmit signals corresponding to a phone number for 
a call destination and a call identifier; a detector 2B15 operable to receive an 
incoming call from another station and detect supplementary signals associated 
with that call; a processor 2B03 operable to place a public switched telephone 
network call to a service provider in response to the supplementary signals 508; 
detect a network address for the other station 516; and complete a network call 
between the network phone and the other station 520. 
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In regarding to claim 12, Vaziri teaches the network phone as a personal 
computer 1304 (Page 42 Line 17). 

In regarding to claim 13, Vaziri teaches the network phone as a customized 

telephone (Page 6 Line 8). 

In regarding to claim 14, Vaziri teaches receiving a public switched 
telephone network call from an origination phone at a destination phone 504; 
identifying a caller identifier for the public switched telephone network call 610; 
rejecting the public switched transmission call prior to call completion 506, 510; 
placing a call to a network service provider from the destination phone 510; 
determining a network address for the origination phone 516; and completing a 
network call with the origination phone 520. 

In regarding to claim 15, Vaziri teaches the software code executed by a 
personal computer 1304 equipped to place public switched telephone network calls 

(Page 42 Line 17). 

In regarding to claim 1 6, Vaziri teaches the software code executed by a 

customized telephone (Page 6 Line 8). 

In regarding to claim 17, Vaziri teaches placing a public switched telephone 
network call from an origination phone to a destination phone 502; detecting a 
rejected call from the destination phone at the origination phone prior to call 
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ipletion 506, 508; placing a call to a network service provider from the 
origination phone 508; determining a network address for the destination phone 
5 1 6; and completing a network call with the destination phone 520. 

In regarding to claim 1 8, Vaziri teaches the software code executed by a 
personal computer 1304 equipped to place public switched telephone network calls 

(Page 42 Line 17). 

In regarding to claim 19, Vaziri teaches the software code executed by a 

customized telephone (Page 6 Line 8). 

In regarding to claim 20, Vaziri teaches a network phone, comprising: a 
means 406 for connecting to a public switched telephone network; a means 2B15 
for transmitting signals corresponding to a phone number for a call destination and 
a call identifier, a means 2B1 5 for receiving an incoming call from another station 
and detect supplementary signals associated with that call; a means 2B03 for 
placing a public switched telephone network call to a service provider in response 
to the supplementary signals 508; a means 2B03 for detecting a network address 
for the other station 516; and a means 2B03 for completing a network call between 
the network phone and the other station 520. 
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Response to Arguments 
5. Applicant's arguments filed on May 20, 2004 have been fully considered but 

they are not persuasive. 

The applicant argued that "The ISB only operates upon initiation by the user 
and performs several of the functions referred to in the Vaziri text at Figure 5. In 
contrast, the instant invention is related to a method and a phone that performs 
those functions automatically, without any intervention by the user." (Remarks 
Page 6 Line 10-13). While Vaziri teaches the operation upon initiation by the 
user, Vaziri also teaches the automatic operation of the Internet Switch Box (ISB) 
(Page 6 Line 15-17). 

The applicant argued that "The phone is not performing the functions in 
Vaziri, the ISB is." (Remarks Page 6 Line 19). Vaziri teaches the ISB integrated 
within the telephone (Page 5 Line 4-5), therefore, whatever functions the ISB 
performs, the phone is performing. 

The applicant argued that "Vaziri specifically teaches away from a personal 
computer " (Remarks Page 6 Line 21). While Vaziri teaches the internet telephony 
that does not require PC, Vaziri also teaches the embodiment where the phone is 
PC (Page 15 Line 8-9). 
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In regard to claim 1, the applicant argued that "Vaziri does not teach 
identifying a caller identifier for the PSTN call at the destination phone." (Remark 
page 6 Line 24-25). Vaziri teaches identifying a caller identifier for the PSTN call 
at the destination phone (Page 1 5 Line 4-5). 

In regard to claim 1, the applicant argued that "Vaziri also does not teach 
that the call is rejected prior to completion. In Vaziri, the entire process depends 
upon the users agreeing to switch and then activating their respective ISBs." 
(Remark Page 6 Line 27-29). While Vaziri teaches the method where the users 
agree to switch and then activate their respective ISBs, Vaziri also teaches the 
method where the switching is done automatically (Page 6 Line 1 5-1 7). 

In regard to claim 1, the applicant argued that "Vaziri does not teach that a 
call to the data network service provider is made from the destination phone, but 
that the ISB makes that call." (Remark Page 7 Line 1-2). As discussed above, 
Vaziri teaches the ISB integrated within the telephone (Page 5 Line 4-5), 
therefore, whatever functions the ISB performs, the phone is performing. 

In regard to claim 2, the applicant argued that "Vaziri does not teach that the 
destination phone is a personal computer, but that a personal computer may be 
used as a help desk to program the ISB over the phone line." (Remark Page 7 Line 
8-10). While Vaziri teaches a personal computer 908 used as a help desk, Vaziri 
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also teaches the embodiment where the phone is a personal computer (Page 15 
Line 8-9). 

In regard to claim 2, the applicant argued that "Vaziri does not teach that the 
destination phone rejects the PSTN call prior to completion, as discussed above, 
much less that the destination phone is a personal computer." (Remark Page 7 Line 
10-12). As discussed above, Vaziri teaches that the destination phone rejects the 
PSTN call prior to completion (Page 6 Line 15-17) and that the destination phone 
is a personal computer (Page 15 Line 8-9). 

In regard to claim 3, the applicant argued that "Vaziri does not teach that the 
ISB is a customized telephone, but that the hardware of an ISB can be placed 
inside the same casing as a telephone. The customized telephone, as that term is 
defined in the specification, does not have any additional hardware " (Remark Page 
7 Line 13-16). The customized telephone, as that term is defined in the 
specification, is a standard telephone customized to include the necessary software 
to perform the method of the invention (Specification Page 3 Line 7-8). Vaziri 
teaches a customized telephone (Page 18 Line 4-18). 

In regard to claim 4, the applicant argued that "Vaziri does not teach that the 
call to the network service provider is made by the destination phone via the 
PSTN, but that the ISB makes that call" (Remark Page 7 Line 17-1 8). As 
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discussed above, Vaziri teaches the ISB integrated within the telephone (Page 5 
Line 4-5), therefore, whatever functions the ISB performs, the phone is 
performing. 

In regard to claim 5, the applicant argued that "Vaziri does not teach that the 
call to the network service provider is made by the destination phone via a LAN, 
but that the ISB makes the call." (Remark Page 7 Line 19-20). As discussed 
above, Vaziri teaches the ISB integrated within the telephone (Page 5 Line 4-5), 
therefore, whatever functions the ISB performs, the phone is performing. 

In regard to claim 6, the applicant argued that "the detection of the rejected 
call is made prior to completion of the call" (Remark Page 7 Line 25-26). As 
discussed above, while Vaziri teaches the method where the users agree to switch 
and then activate their respective ISBs, Vaziri also teaches the method where the 
switching is done automatically (Page 6 Line 15-17). 

In regard to claim 6, the applicant argued that "the call to the network 
service provider is made by the origination phone, not an ISB" (Remark Page 7 
Line 26-27). As discussed above, Vaziri teaches the ISB integrated within the 
telephone (Page 5 Line 4-5), therefore, whatever functions the ISB performs, the 
phone is performing. 
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In regard to claim 7, the applicant argued that "the reference to Vaziri, page 
42, line 17 is used to show both a destination phone and the origination phone. It 
must be one or the other." (Remark Page 7 Line 3 1-32). A phone can be both a 
destination phone and the origination phone depending on whether it initiated the 
call or not. 

In regard to claim 7, the applicant argued that "the use of the personal 
computer is not as an origination phone or a destination phone, but as a means for a 
help desk to assist a user with their ISB." (Remark Page 7 Line 33-34). As 
discussed above, while Vaziri teaches a personal computer 908 used as a help desk, 
Vaziri also teaches the embodiment where the phone is a personal computer (Page 
15 Line 8-9). 

In regard to claim 8, 9 and 10, the applicant argued that allowance of these 
claims is requested for the reasons as applied to claims 3, 4 and 5 (Remark Page 8 
Line 3-6). Arguments on the claim 3, 4 and 5 are discussed above. 

In regard to claim 1 1, the applicant argued that "Vaziri does not teach a 
network phone having a phone connector operable to connect to a PSTN. 
Connector 406, referred to in the office action is "telephone jack 404 for 
connection to the telephone 212," and the ISB 404 also has a "telephone jack 406 
for connection to telephone line 212." Therefore, Vaziri does not teach a network 
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phone." (Remark Page 8 Line 7-11). Vaziri teaches a network phone having a 
phone connector 406 operable to connect to a PSTN. As discussed above, Vaziri 
teaches the ISB integrated within the telephone (Page 5 Line 4-5), therefore, 
whatever functions the ISB performs, the phone is performing. 

In regard to claim 11, the applicant argued that "Component 2B 15 is referred 
to as a telephony interface. Seepage 18, line 14 of Vaziri. There is no indication 
that this is capable of detecting supplementary signals " (Remark Page 8 Line 12- 
14). Vaziri teaches the phone that has integrated caller ID (Page 15 Line 4-5). 
Therefore, the telephony interface is capable of detecting supplementary signals. 

In regard to claim 1 1, the applicant argued that "the telephony interface and 
the connector are part of the ISB, not a phone" (Remark Page 8 Line 14-15). As 
discussed above, Vaziri teaches the ISB integrated within the telephone (Page 5 
Line 4-5), therefore, whatever functions the ISB performs, the phone is 
performing. 

In regard to claim 1 1, the applicant argued that "the detector is not part of 
the phone, but part of the ISB" (Remark Page 8 Line 17). As discussed above, 
Vaziri teaches the ISB integrated within the telephone (Page 5 Line 4-5), 
therefore, whatever functions the ISB performs, the phone is performing. 
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In regard to claim 12 and 13, the applicant argued that "the ISB is a separate 
piece of hardware in Vaziri. It is not part of a network phone, with that phone be a 
customized telephone or a PC." (Remark Page 8 Line 21-22). As discussed above, 
Vaziri teaches the ISB integrated within the telephone (Page 5 Line 4-5), 
therefore, whatever functions the ISB performs, the phone is performing. 

In regard to claim 14-20, the applicant argued that allowance of these claims 
is requested for the reasons as applied to claims 1-3, 6-8 and 1 1, respectably 
(Remark Page 8 Line 25-32). Arguments on the claim 1-3, 6-8 and 1 1 are 
discussed above. 

Therefore, the examiner contends that Vaziri teaches all the limitations in 
claims 1-20. 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension 
of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is 
filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the 
advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened 
statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the 
advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a) will 
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be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, 
will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Clemence Han whose telephone number is 
(703) 305-0372. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday 
7-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
exanuner>s supervisor, Huy Vu canbe reached on (703) 308-6602. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, 
contact the Electronic Business Center (EEC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Clemence Han 
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